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The following letters were distributed to potential cooperating and participating agencies during
Pre-Scoping, and include:

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6

e National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office
e Texas Coastal Coordination Council

e Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

e Texas General Land Office

e Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

e U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Galveston District

e Eighth Coast Guard District, Bridge Section

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Corpus Christi Ecological Services Office
e  City of Corpus Christi

e Port of Corpus Christi Authority

Draft Environmental Impact Statement — US 181 Harbor Bridge — September 2013
B-2



Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET » AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 « (512) 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Dr. Alfredo Armendariz

Regional Administrator, Region 6

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1445 Ross Avenue

Suite 1200

Dallas, TX 75202-2733

Dear Dr. Armendariz:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements of various environmental regulations, including the Clean Air Act, the
Clean Water Act, and the Civil Rights Act. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
will be formally invited to become a Cooperating and/or Participating Agency with TxDOT in
the development of the EIS at a later date. With this letter, TxDOT is initiating informal
coordination in advance of the formal project scoping process which is planned for Spring 2011.
This informal coordination regarding the project is intended to aid in the development of the
Draft Coordination Plan, as called for in SAFETEA-LU, and provide for a time-efficient, formal
EIS Scoping process. To gauge expectations for the EPA’s formal participation in the project,
and to gather input for development of the Draft Coordination Plan, TxDOT requests that the
EPA provide responses to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT would like to request a primary contact from the EPA for this project.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will the assigned EPA contact be available for routine project meetings involving air
quality, water quality, and environmental justice, as well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will the EPA
contact be able to meet?
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Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU certain NEPA-related documents will be produced and TxDOT intends to
provide the EPA with an opportunity to participate in the development of these documents as
well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a maximum review and
comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will include the Need and
Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable alternatives proposed for
study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft EIS, SAFETEA-LU
provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA’s
guidance for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:
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Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sincerely,

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: Project Map

Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bce:  DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 « (512} 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Dr. Roger Zimmerman,

National Marine Fisheries Service
Southeast Regional Office

4700 Avenue U

Galveston, TX 77551

Dear Dr. Zimmerman,

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements of Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management
Reauthorization Act of 2006 and the potential for the proposed project to affect marine fisheries.
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) will be formally invited to become a Cooperating
and/or Participating Agency with TxDOT in the development of the EIS at a later date. With this
letter, TxDOT 1is initiating informal coordination in advance of the formal project scoping
process which is planned for Spring 2011. This informal coordination regarding the project is
intended to aid in the development of the Draft Coordination Plan, as called for in SAFETEA-
LU, and provide for a time-efficient, formal EIS Scoping process. To gauge expectations for the
NMFS’s formal participation in the project, and to gather input for development of the Draft
Coordination Plan, TxDOT requests that the NMFS provide responses to the following
questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT anticipates that Heather Young will be the primary contact person for the NMFS and
Jason Rottner will be the primary contact for endangered species issues.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will the NMFS contact(s) be available for routine project meetings involving your
agency’s jurisdiction as well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will the NMFS
contact(s) be able to meet?
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Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU certain NEPA-related documents will be produced and TxDOT intends to
provide the NMFS with an opportunity to participate in the development of these documents as
well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a maximum review and
comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will include the Need and
Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable alternatives proposed for
study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft EIS, SAFETEA-LU
provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA’s
guidance for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:
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Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

iz

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Sincerely,

Enclosures: Project Map

Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bce:  DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 « (512) 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Ms. Helen Young

Deputy Commissioner, Coastal Resources
Texas Coastal Coordination Council
Texas General Land Office

P.O. Box 12873

Austin, TX 78711-2873

Dear Ms. Young:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the potential for the proposed project to affect coastal resources and the Coastal
Management Plan. The Texas Coastal Coordination Council (TCCC) will be formally invited to
become a Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS at a later
date. With this letter, TxDOT is initiating informal coordination in advance of the formal project
scoping process which is planned for Spring 2011. This informal coordination regarding the
project is intended to aid in the development of the Draft Coordination Plan, as called for in
SAFETEA-LU, and provide for a time-efficient, formal EIS Scoping process. To gauge
expectations for the TCCC’s formal participation in the project, and to gather input for
development of the Draft Coordination Plan, TxDOT requests that the TCCC provide responses
to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT anticipates that Kathryn Zultner will be the primary contact person for the TCCC.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will Ms. Zultner be available for routine project meetings involving your jurisdiction as
well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will Ms. Zultner be
able to meet?
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Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU there are certain NEPA-related documents that will be produced and
TxDOT intends to provide the TCCC with an opportunity to participate in the development of
these documents as well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a
maximum review and comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will
include the Need and Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable
alternatives proposed for study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft
EIS, SAFETEA-LU provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA'’s
guidance for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:
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Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

e

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Sincerely,

Enclosures: Project Map

Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bee:  DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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I Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET e AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 = (512) 463-8585

February 24, 2011

Mr. Mark R. Vickery

Executive Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Dear Mr. Vickery:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements of the Clean Air Act and the Clean Water Act, and as the designated
state representative for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality (TCEQ) will be formally invited to become a Participating Agency with
FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS at a later date. With this letter, TxDOT is
initiating informal coordination in advance of the formal project scoping process which is
planned for Spring 2011. This informal coordination regarding the project is intended to aid in
the development of the Draft Coordination Plan, as called for in SAFETEA-LU, and provide for
a time-efficient, formal EIS Scoping process. To gauge expectations for the TCEQ’s formal
participation in the project, and to gather input for development of the Draft Coordination Plan,
TxDOT requests that the TCEQ provide responses to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT anticipates that Tangela Niemann will be the primary contact person for the TCEQ and
that specific project reviewer(s) will be assigned by resource.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will the assigned contact(s) be available for routine project meetings involving air quality
and water quality as well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will the assigned
contact(s) be able to meet?

THE TEXAS PLAN
REDUCE CONGESTION « ENHANCE SAFETY « EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY « IMPROVE AIR QUALITY
INCREASE THE VALUE OF OUR TRANSPORTATION ASBETS B-15

An Egual Opporiunity Employer



Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU there are certain NEPA-related documents that will be produced and
TxDOT intends to provide the TCEQ with an opportunity to participate in the development of
these documents as well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a
maximum review and comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will
include the Need and Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable
alternatives proposed for study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft
EIS, SAFETEA-LU provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA’s
guidance for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:
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Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Aftairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11™ Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: Project Map

Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bee:  DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 « {512) 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Mr. Hal Croft

Asset Management Deputy Commissioner
Texas General Land Office

P.O. Box 12873

Austin, TX 78711-2873

Dear Mr. Croft:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements under the Memorandum of Understanding and Memorandum of
Agreement between TxDOT and the Texas General Land Office (GLO). The GLO will be
formally invited to become a Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development
of the EIS at a later date. With this letter, TxDOT is initiating informal coordination in advance
of the formal project scoping process which is planned for Spring 2011. This informal
coordination regarding the project is intended to aid in the development of the Draft
Coordination Plan, as called for in SAFETEA-LU, and provide for a time-efficient, formal EIS
Scoping process. To gauge expectations for the GLO’s formal participation in the project, and to
gather input for development of the Draft Coordination Plan, TxDOT requests that the GLO
provide responses to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT anticipates that Manuel Freytes will be the primary contact person for the GLO.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will Mr. Freytes be available for routine project meetings involving your jurisdiction as
well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will Mr. Freytes be
able to meet?
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Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU certain NEPA-related documents will be produced and TxDOT intends to
provide the GLO with an opportunity to participate in the development of these documents as
well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a maximum review and
comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will include the Need and
Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable alternatives proposed for
study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft EIS, SAFETEA-LU
provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA’s
guidance for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:
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Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11™ Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sincerely,

s

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: Project Map

Ce: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bce: DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET » AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 » {512) 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Mr. Carter Smith

Executive Director

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department
4200 Smith School Road

Austin, TX 78744

Dear Mr. Smith:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
under the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) and Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)
between TxDOT and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD). TPWD will be
formally invited to become a Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development
of the EIS at a later date. With this letter, TxDOT is initiating informal coordination in advance
of the formal project scoping process which is planned for Spring 2011. This informal
coordination regarding the project is intended to aid in the development of the Draft
Coordination Plan, as called for in SAFETEA-LU, and provide for a time-efficient, formal EIS
Scoping process. To gauge expectations for the TPWD’s formal participation in the project, and
to gather input for development of the Draft Coordination Plan, TxDOT requests that the TPWD
provide responses to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT anticipates that Russell Hooten will be the primary contact person for TPWD.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will Mr. Hooten be available for routine project meetings involving your jurisdiction as
well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will Mr. Hooten be
able to meet?
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Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU certain NEPA-related documents will be produced and TxDOT intends to
provide TPWD with an opportunity to participate in the development of these documents as well
as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a maximum review and
comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will include the Need and
Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable alternatives proposed for
study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft EIS, SAFETEA-LU
provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow the
methodology and provide the level of detail outlined in the 1998 MOA?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich
Project Delivery Management Branch
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Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sincerely,

me gm@

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: Project Map

Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bee: DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 - (512) 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Col. Christopher W. Sallese

District Engineer and Commanding Officer
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Galveston District, P.O. Box 1229
Galveston, TX 77553-1229

Dear Col. Sallese:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act, and the potential for the project to affect waters of the U.S., including wetlands.
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will be formally invited to become a Cooperating
and/or Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS at a later
date. With this letter, TxDOT is initiating informal coordination in advance of the formal project
scoping process which is planned for Spring 2011. This informal coordination regarding the
project is intended to aid in the development of the Draft Coordination Plan, as called for in
SAFETEA-LU, and provide for a time-efficient, formal EIS Scoping process. To gauge
expectations for the USACE’s formal participation in the project, and to gather input for
development of the Draft Coordination Plan, TxDOT requests that the USACE provide
responses to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact

TxDOT anticipates that Mark Patillo will be the primary contact person for the USACE and that
a project reviewer will be assigned to this project upon receipt of the formal EIS Scoping
invitation.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will the assigned USACE contact be available for routine project meetings involving
your jurisdiction as well as other project issues?

THE TEXAS PLAN

REDUCE CONGESTION « ENHANCE SAFETY e EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY = IMPROVE AIR QUALITY
PRESERVE THE VALUE OF TRANSPORTATION ASSETS B.27
An Egual Opportunity Employsr



3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will the USACE
contact be able to meet?

Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU certain NEPA-related documents will be produced and TxDOT intends to
provide the USACE with an opportunity to participate in the development of these documents as
well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a maximum review and
comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will include the Need and
Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable alternatives proposed for
study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft EIS, SAFETEA-LU
provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow the
methodology and provide the level of detail outlined in the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines
(40 CFR 230)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means

to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
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like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11™ Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.
Sincerely, /
:éf N

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: Project Map
Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District

Bee:  DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 » (512) 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Mr. David Frank

Commander DPB

Eighth Coast Guard District
Bridge Section

500 Poydras Street

New Orleans, LA 70130-3310

Dear Commander Frank:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements of Section 9 of the Rivers and Harbor Act. The U.S. Coast Guard
(USCG) will be formally invited to become a Cooperating and/or Participating Agency with
FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS at a later date. With this letter, TxDOT is
initiating informal coordination in advance of the formal project scoping process which is
planned for Spring 2011. This informal coordination regarding the project is intended to aid in
the development of the Draft Coordination Plan, as called for in SAFETEA-LU, and provide for
a time-efficient, formal EIS Scoping process. To gauge expectations for the USCG’s formal
participation in the project, and to gather input for development of the Draft Coordination Plan,
TxDOT requests that the USCG provide responses to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT anticipates that Philip Johnson will be the primary contact person for the USCG.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will Mr. Johnson be available for routine project meetings involving your jurisdiction as
well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will Mr. Johnson
be able to meet?
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Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU certain NEPA-related documents will be produced and TxDOT intends to
provide the USCG with an opportunity to participate in the development of these documents as
well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a maximum review and
comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will include the Need and
Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable alternatives proposed for
study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft EIS, SAFETEA-LU
provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA’s
guidance for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:
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Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.
Sincerely,

e

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: Project Map

Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bee:  DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 « (512) 463-8585
February 24, 2011

Mr. Allan Strand

Supervisor, Corpus Christi Ecological Services Office
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

C/O TAMU-Corpus Christi

6300 Ocean Drive, # 5837

Corpus Christi, TX 78412-5837

Dear Mr. Strand:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), intends to reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095), which have the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project limits
are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of US 181
corridor improvements, as currently defined, are to improve safety, correct roadway and bridge
design deficiencies, improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and
increase roadway capacity. This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU).

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements of the Endangered Species Act. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) will be formally invited to become a Cooperating and/or Participating Agency with
FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS at a later date. With this letter, TxDOT is
initiating informal coordination in advance of the formal project scoping process which is
planned for Spring 2011. This informal coordination regarding the project is intended to aid in
the development of the Draft Coordination Plan, as called for in SAFETEA-LU, and provide for
a time-efficient, formal EIS Scoping process. To gauge expectations for the USFWS’ formal
participation in the project, and to gather input for development of the Draft Coordination Plan,
TxDOT requests that the USFWS provide responses to the following questions:

Background and Primary Contact
TxDOT anticipates that Pat Clements will be the primary contact person for the USFWS.

1. Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

2. Will Ms. Clements be available for routine project meetings involving your jurisdiction
as well as other project issues?

3. If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will Ms. Clements
be able to meet?
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Review and Comment

Under SAFETEA-LU certain NEPA-related documents will be produced and TxDOT intends to
provide the USFWS with an opportunity to participate in the development of these documents as
well as to review draft and final versions. SAFETEA-LU establishes a maximum review and
comment period of 30 days for the Draft Coordination Plan (which will include the Need and
Purpose for the proposed project as well as the range of reasonable alternatives proposed for
study) and summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings. For the Draft EIS, SAFETEA-LU
provides for a maximum review and comment period of 60 days.

1. During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would
review and provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal
EIS Scoping meetings within 30 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

2. Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what timeframe would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

As stated, this EIS project, which has been under study since 2001, is intended to be reinitiated
under SAFETEA-LU. As such, a number of alternatives have been developed previously and are
anticipated to be among the range of reasonable alternatives to be studied in the Draft EIS. A
project map showing these preliminary alternatives is attached to this letter. A no-build
alternative will also be studied.

1. Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives shown on
the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

2. Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might propose
that additional alternatives be studied as well?

3. For the analysis of the alternatives, would your agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA'’s
guidance for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Thank you very much for taking the time to be part of this informal pre-scoping process. We
appreciate your cooperation and hope that early coordination will make the formal process as
efficient as possible. Please provide your responses to the above questions to TxDOT (Vicki
Crnich) verbally, by email, or in writing as soon as possible, and be advised that your agency
will be given additional opportunities to participate during the formal EIS Scoping phase.

We anticipate that project staff will contact your office shortly after sending this letter as a means
to gather timely feedback as well as to schedule a conference call or in-person meeting to discuss
informally the content of this letter and other project details. If you have any questions or would
like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’ respective roles and
responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:
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Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11™ Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.
Sincerely,
Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: Project Map

Cc: Mr. Victor Vourcos and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bee: DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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CSJ: 0101-06-095 Appendix B

The following letters were received from potential cooperating and participating agencies during Pre-
Scoping, and include correspondence from:

e Port of Corpus Christi Authority

e U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Galveston District

e Eighth Coast Guard District, Bridge Section

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Corpus Christi Ecological Services Office
e Texas Historical Commission

e National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office

Draft Environmental Impact Statement — US 181 Harbor Bridge — September 2013
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In addition, we recommend the EA evaluate alternatives including geographic alternatives,
changes in location and other site-specific variables, and functional alternatives, e.g. project
substitutes and design modifications. The EA should include analysis of proposed mitigation for
impacts to wetlands and aquatic habitats and insure that sequencing of avoidance, minimization,
and compensation has been fully integrated into the selection of the preferred alternative. Any
proposed mitigation should include a functional assessment of impacted wetlands and
demonstrate mitigation provides replacement of lost wetland functions.

In order to determine the applicable DA permit requirements, and to initiate coordination
with the appropriate resource agencies, we request the applicant submit the following
information within their DA permit application:

a. A wetland delineation per the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual,
including a wetland delineation map per the October 2003 Standard Operating Procedure for
Recording Jurisdictional Delineations Using Global Positioning Systems.

+ The Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Supplement went into effect on
January 4, 2009. Therefore, any data collected after January 4, 2009,
must use the Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Supplement where appropriate.
b. A completed Engineer Form 4345.

c. A completed Texas Coastal Management Program Form.

d. A mitigation plan, including a functional assessment, that shows full compensation for all
impacts associated with the proposed project have been made.

e. Drawings associated with the permit application must be clear and concise, showing all
impacts to waters of the U.S., including the acreage of the proposed impacts, on 8- by 11-inch
white paper with black ink. Drawings with an aerial photo background will not be accepted.

f. For activities involving discharges of fill material into waters of the U.S., the application
must include a statement describing how impacts to waters of the U.S. were avoided and
minimized.

g. A Threatened and Endangered species survey report of the proposed project area.

h. A Historic Properties Survey of the proposed project area.
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We understand that under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users, your agency is required to develop a Draft
Coordination Plan that identifies specific time frames to provide agency comments on the
scoping process and draft environmental impact statement. We will do our best to provide
comments within the allotted timelines; however, understand that our permit process has its own
timeline requirements. This is contingent on a determination of our jurisdiction, which should be
identified early in the process to aid in addressing alternatives.

Mr. Dwayne Johnson will be your project manager and can be contacted at the letterhead
address, by telephone at 409-766-6353, or by email at Dwayne.Johnson@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

£
pforr—T] [
- Casey Cutler
Chigfi Policy Analysis Section

Copy Furnished:

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division
Texas Department of Transportation
125 East 11™ Street

Austin, Texas 78701-2483
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U.S. Department of gongm%lder G 5 EJOO Fé())ydras Sﬁreet
H ighth Coast Guard District ew Orleans, LA 70130-3310
Homeland Security Hale Boggs Federal Building Staff Symbol: (dpb)

Phone: (504) 671-2128
Fax: (504) 671-3122

Email: D08dpb @uscg.mil
16591A
March 16, 2011

United States
Coast Guard

Ms. Dianna F. Noble, P.E. i}.{‘x/
Director of Environmental Affairs Division : 68
Texas Department of Transportation \ 7

Dewitt C. Geer State Highway Building U)

125 E. 11" Street P\

Austin, Texas 78701-2483 4)\’2}\\\

Dear Ms. Noble:

We have received your letter dated February 24, 2011 which presented questions, regarding the
Coast Guard’s role in the proposed transportation improvement project on U.S. 181 that will
include replacement of the existing U.S. 181 fixed span bridge across Corpus Christi Channel at
mile 10.0 at Corpus Christi, Texas. A U.S. Coast Guard Bridge Permit will be required for the
construction of a new bridge at this location.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will be the lead Federal agency and the Coast
Guard will be a cooperating Federal agency in the development of the Draft and Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for purposes of meeting requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act. (NEPA). Your letter indicated that the formal scoping process is
being initiated and that you are currently developing a Draft Coordination Plan. You have
invited the Coast Guard to participate in this process. A specific project officer from this staff
has not yet been assigned to this proposed project. However, as you schedule scoping and
agency coordination meetings, please provide me with adequate advance notice so that I, or one
of our staff members, will be able to attend and participate.

We are normally able to review and provide comments on a Draft Coordination Plan or a Draft
EIS within 30 days. However, our procedure requires that we review the environmental
documents both at the District Office and also at Coast Guard Headquarters. Thus, a minimum
of 30 days is necessary to complete the review and comment process.

If you wish to discuss the bridge permitting process, please feel free to contact me.
;

Sincerel
ALY v 5////f
DAVID M. FRANK

Bridge Administrator
By direction of the Commander,
Eighth Coast Guard District

Copy: Ms. Janice Brown, FHWA, Austin, TX
LT Wes Geyer, Waterways Management Section, Coast Guard Sector, Corpus Christi, TX
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Ecological Services
cfo TAMU-CC, Campus Box 338
6300 Ocean Drive
Corpus Christi, Texas 78412

April 22, 2011

Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs division

Texas De}?artment of Transportation
125 E 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

Consultation No. 21410-2011-TA-0229
Dear Ms. Crnich:

This responds to your letter, dated February 24, 2011, regarding the intent of the Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to
reinitiate the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for proposed transportation improvements
on US Highway 181, in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095), which have
the potential to affect the existing Harbor Bridge. The project is proposed to be coordinated
under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). In your February 24" letter, you requested a response from
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) regarding our interest in becoming a Cooperating
and/or Participating Agency with TxDOT and FHWA in the development of the EIS at a later
date.

In your February 24" letter you posed a number of questions and requested a response from the
Service. The Service’s responses to your questions are as follows:

Background and Primary Content

Question 1: Is your agency familiar with the USDOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU which
TxDOT and FHWA will be following?

Response: Yes. The Corpus Christi Ecological Services Field Office (CCESFO) is familiar with
the requirements under SAFETEA-LU Section 6002.
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Question 2: Will Ms. Clements be available for routine project meetings involving your
jurisdiction as well as other project issues?

Response: Yes,

Question 3: If so, how often and in what format (in-person or via conference-call) will Ms.
Clements be able to meet?

Response: Both the frequency and format for Ms. Clements participation would depend on the
items to be discussed/ meeting agenda. The Service requests that meetings and conference calls
be scheduled at least 2 weeks in advance of the meeting date and that an agenda be provided at
the time of scheduling so that a determination can be made of the appropriate participation level
of Ms. Clements in the event.

Review and Comment

Question 1: During the formal EIS Scoping process to coincide with the future publication of the
Notice of Intent to initiate the project, should TxDOT expect that your agency would review and
provide comments on the Draft Coordination Plan and summaries of formal EIS Scoping
meetings within 30 days? 1f not, what time frame would work for your agency? Could your
agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Response: The Service routinely responds to documents such as the Draft coordination Plan and
summaries of formal EIS Scoping meetings within a 30-day time frame. As the effort outlined
for CSJ 0101-06-095 is one of a number of federal activities to which Ms. Clements has been
assigned the coordination lead, the Service will contact your office if the 30-day comment period
needs to be extended.

Question 2: Do you see any reason why your agency would not be able to review and provide
comments on the Draft EIS within 60 days? If not, what time frame would work for your
agency? Could your agency possibly provide comments sooner?

Response: At this time, the Service does foresee requiring longer than 60 days to respond to the
Draft EIS; however, the Service would like to remind TxDOT and FHWA that if formal
consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act is initiated, the Service would have
135 days to complete a Biological Opinion in response to a final Biological Assessment.

Alternatives Analysis and Methodology

Question 1: Does your agency have informal feedback to provide regarding the alternatives
shown on the attached map? If so, please provide your feedback.

Response: We have enclosed the list of federally listed or proposed threatened and endangered
species that have been documented or are known to occur in the Nueces County. Species
information may be obtained at http://ifw2es.fws.gov/endangeredspecies/lists/. The species
information should help you determine if suitable habitat for these listed species exists in any of
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the proposed project areas or if project activities may affect species on-site, or off-site. Section
7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) requires that all Federal agencies consult with the
Service to ensure that actions authorized, funded or carried out by such agencies do not
jeopardize the continued existence of any listed threatened or endangered species or adversely
modify or destroy critical habitat of such species. It is the responsibility of the Federal action
agency to determine if the proposed project may affect threatened or endangered species. 1f a
“may affect” determination is made, the Federal agency shall initiate the formal section 7
consultation process by writing to: Field Supervisor; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; ¢/o TAMU-
CC, Campus Box 338; 6300 Ocean Drive; Corpus Christi, Texas 78412. If no effect is evident,
no further consultation is needed; however, we would appreciate the opportunity to review the
criteria used to arrive at that determination. Additionally, the State of Texas protects certain
species. Please contact the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (Endangered Resources
Branch), Fountain Park Plaza Building, Suite 100, 3000 South TH-35, Austin, Texas 78704
(telephone 512/912-7011) for information concerning fish, wildlife, and plants of State concern

or visit their website at http.//www.tpwd. state.tx.us/nature/endang/animals/mammals/.

Additionally, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act implements various treaties and conventions for the
protection of migratory birds. Under the Act, taking, killing or possessing migratory birds is
unlawful. Many may nest in trees, brush areas or other suitable habitat. The Service
recommends activities requiring vegetation removal or disturbance avoid the peak nesting period
of March through August to avoid destruction of individuals, nests or eggs (March 1% through
September 15" in west Texas). If project activities must be conducted during this time, we
recommend surveying for nests prior to commencing work. If a nest is found, and if possible,
the Service recommends a buffer of vegetation (> 50m for songbirds, > 100m for wading birds,
and > 180m for terns, skimmers and birds of prey) remain around the nest until young have
fledged or the nest is abandoned. A list of migratory birds may be viewed at
http://migratorybirds.fws.gov/intrnltr/mbta/proposedbirdlist.pdf. With regard to Preliminary
Alternative — Blue, the alignment approaches Sunfish Island which has in some years supported
nesting colonial waterbirds. In the assessment for this alternative, impact to Sunfish Island, and
opportunities for enhancement should be included in the analysis.

Question 2: Do you anticipate that during the formal EIS Scoping process your agency might
propose that additional alternatives be studied as well?

Response: The Service does not anticipate proposing any additional alternative alignments for
the US 181 Harbor Bridge location.

Question 3: For the analysis of the alternatives, would our agency expect TxDOT to follow a
methodology or provide a level of detail outlined in anything other than FHWA’s guidance for
implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Response: For impacts to jurisdictional waters and wetlands, the Service expects that TxDOT
and FHWA would adhere to the Department of Defense and Environmental Protection Agency’s
Compensatory Mitigation for Losses of Aquatic Resources, Final Rule, April 10, 2008 (40 CFR
Part 230).

B-61



The Service appreciates the opportunity to participate in this planning effort. If you have any
questions, you can reach Pat Clements at (361)994-9005 ext.225, or by email at
pat_clements@fws.gov.

Sincerely,

e Dbl

S6¢C Allan M. Strand
Field Supervisor

Encl; Federally Listed as Threatened and Endangered Species of Nueces County, Texas

CC:

L. Williams, TPWD, Corpus Christi, TX

R. Swafford, Habitat Conservation Division, NMFS, Galveston, TX
J. Herrington, Region 6, EPA, Temple, TX

L. Mullins, Corps of Engineers, Corpus Christi, TX

M. Horrocks, 401 Coordinator, TCEQ, Austin, TX

S. Weikum, Permit Service Center, TGLO, Corpus Christi, TX
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Responses to General Agency Questions for Pre-scoping of the Harbor Bridge EIS Project

1. Yes, THCis familiar with some of the US DOT requirements under SAFETEA-LU.
Personnel at THC understand that there is a proposed project to replace the Harbor Bridge and
some preliminary studies have been undertaken related to impacts to historic properties.

3. There will be two points of contact for project communication:

Mark Denton Adrienne Campbell

Archeology Division History Programs Division
mark.denton@thc.state.tx.us adrienne.campbell@thc.state.tx.us
512/463-5711 512/936-7403

The mailing address for both is:

PO Box 12276

Austin, TX 78711-2276

The contact persons would not be available for routine meetings.

5. Time constraints would probably limit staff to participating in no more than one or two
meetings.

6. See above. Staff availability is limited, and the best use of staff time is for review during project
coordination under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). However,
TxDOT has a staff that includes both archeologists and architectural historians who have access
to all of the information that THC would be able to provide at the early stages of project
development and alternatives selection.

7. Coordination with our agency is already prescribed by the Programmatic Agreement between
FHWA, TxDOT, THC, and ACHP. If there is an interest in working with THC outside of the terms
of this agreement, it needs to be coordinated directly with our agency, not in the draft
Coordination Plan for the EIS.

8. No. However, it is unlikely that THC will provide comments in the early scoping phase of the
project. Once TxDOT identifies historic properties in the project area and is ready to proceed
with coordination with our agency under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act,
and according to the terms of the Programmatic Agreement, THC will be prepared to review the
project within a 20-day timeframe.

9. See answer to number 8, above.

10. We received the questionnaire by email; no project draft Coordination Plan with letter showing
a range of alternatives was provided.

11. That is at the discretion of the federal agency.

Additional Cooperating Agency questions

1. Yes. Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, federal agencies are required
to consider the potential of federal undertakings to affect historic properties. The comments of
THC must be considered in this process.
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2. Compliance with NEPA, SAFETEA-LU, and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
is the responsibility of FHWA, not THC. THC staff cannot assist in writing the DEIS or technical
reports. THC staff will review and comment on technical reports.

Participating Agencies

1. See above answer regarding cooperating agencies.
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From: Eddie Sutherland@URSCorp.com

To: jbuntz@hicksenv.com; ereed@hicksenv.com;

CcC: Matt Thompson@URSCorp.com;

Subject: Fw: Informal coordination regarding US 181 improvements in Corpus Christi
Date: Friday, March 04, 2011 9:21:21 AM

Attachments: Essential Fish Habitat.pdf

Attached is the response from NMFS and note that their contact person has
changed. Erin Piper also attached the Essential Fish Habitat guidance so
I'm forwarding this to Hicks even though I'm sure you have it.

Eddie Sutherland
Environmental Task Leader
URS Corporation

9400 Amberglen

Austin, Texas 78729
Phone: 512-419-6449

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential
information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you receive this
message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain,
distribute, disclose or use any of this information and you should destroy
the e-mail and any attachments or copies.

----- Forwarded by Eddie Sutherland/Austin/URSCorp on 03/04/2011 09:18 AM

Erin Piper <Erin.Piper@noaa.gov=>
03/03/2011 03:31 PM

To

vicki.crnich@txdot.gov

cc

eddie_sutherland@urscorp.com, victor.vourcos@txdot.gov

Subject

Re: Informal coordination regarding US 181 improvements in Corpus Christi
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Executive Summary

The 1996 amendments to the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act) set forth a new mandate for NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS), regional fishery management councils (FMC), and other federal agencies to identify and
protect important marine and anadromous fish habitat. The essential fish habitat (EFH) provisions of
the Magnuson-Stevens Act support one of the nation’s overall marine resource management goals -
maintaining sustainable fisheries. Essential to achieving this goal is the maintenance of suitable
marine fishery habitat quality and quantity. The FMCs, with assistance from NMFS, have delineated
EFH for federally managed species. As new fishery management plans (FMPs) are developed, EFH
for newly managed species will be defined as well. Federal action agencies which fund, permit, or
carry out activities that may adversely affect EFH are required to consult with NMFS regarding the
potential impacts of their actions on EFH and respond in writing to NMFS or FMC recommendations.
In addition, NMFS and the FMCs may comment on and make recommendations to any state agency
on their activities that may affect EFH. Measures recommended by NMFS or an FMC to protect EFH
are advisory, not proscriptive.

On December 19, 1997, interim final rules, which specified procedures for implementation of the
EFH provisions of the Magnuson-Stevens Act, were published in the Federal Register. These rules
were subsequently revised and published as a final rule on January 17, 2002 (67 FR 2343). The rules,
in two subparts, address requirements for FMP amendment, and detail the coordination, consultation,
and recommendation requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Act.

Within the area encompassed by the NMFS Southeast Region, EFH has been identified for hundreds
of marine species covered by 20 FMPs, under the auspices of the Gulf of Mexico, South Atlantic, or
Caribbean FMC or the NMFS. A generic FMP amendment delineating EFH for species managed by
the Gulf of Mexico FMC was completed and approved in early 1999. The generic FMP subsequently
was updated and revised in 2005 and became effective in January 2006 (70 FR 76216). In addition,
EFH for highly migratory species managed by the NMFS is identified in a consolidated FMP (NMFS,
2006).

Wherever possible, NMFS intends to use existing interagency coordination processes to fulfill EFH
consultations for federal agency actions that may adversely affect EFH. Provided certain regulatory
specifications are met, EFH consultations will be incorporated into interagency procedures
established under the National Environmental Policy Act, Endangered Species Act, Clean Water Act,
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, or other applicable statutes. If existing processes cannot
adequately address EFH consultation requirements, appropriate new procedures may be developed in
cooperation with the NMFS. Programmatic consultations may be implemented or General
Concurrences may be developed when program or project impacts are individually and cumulatively
minimal in nature. Moreover, NMFS will work closely with federal agencies on programs requiring
either expanded or abbreviated individual project consultations.

An effective, interagency EFH consultation process is vital to ensure that federal actions are
consistent with the Magnuson-Stevens Act resource management goals. The NMFS will strive to
work with action agencies to foster an understanding of EFH consultation requirements and identify
the most efficient interagency mechanisms to fulfill agency responsibilities.





ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT:

A Marine Fish Habitat Conservation Mandate for Federal Agencies
Gulf of Mexico Region

Introduction

This document has been prepared by the Southeast Regional Office of the NOAA’s National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) to provide an overview of the essential fish habitat (EFH) provisions of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act) and
implementing rules. This document provides a brief legislative and regulatory background,
introduces the concept of EFH, and describes consultation requirements. Consistent with elements of
the NMFS’s National Habitat Plan, Strategic Plan, and Habitat Conservation Policy, this document is
intended to: provide a mechanism for information exchange; foster interagency discussion and
problem-solving; and enhance communication and coordination among the NMFS, Gulf of Mexico
Fishery Management Council (GMFMC), and affected state and federal agencies. Ultimately,
improved interagency coordination and consultation will enhance the ability of the agencies, working
cooperatively, to sustain healthy and productive marine fishery habitats.

Legislative and Regulatory Background

The 1996 amendments to the Magnuson-Stevens Act (excerpted at Appendix 1) set forth a new
mandate to identify and protect important marine and anadromous fisheries habitat. The regional
fishery management councils (FMC), with assistance from NMFS, are required to delineate EFH in
fishery management plans (FMP) or FMP amendments for all federally managed fisheries. Federal
action agencies which fund, permit, or carry out activities that may adversely affect EFH are required
to consult with NMFS regarding potential adverse impacts of their actions on EFH, and respond in
writing to NMFS and FMC recommendations. In addition, NMFS is directed to comment on any
state agency activities that would impact EFH adversely.

The purpose of addressing habitat in this act is to further one of the nation’s important marine
resource management goals - maintaining sustainable fisheries. Achieving this goal requires the
long-term maintenance of suitable marine fishery habitat quality and quantity. Measures
recommended to protect EFH by NMFS or an FMC are advisory, not proscriptive. However, federal
agencies that do not adopt EFH conservation recommendations must provide a written explanation
setting forth the scientific basis for that decision. An effective EFH consultation process is vital to
ensuring that federal actions are consistent with the Magnuson-Stevens Act resource management
goals.

Guidance and procedures for implementing the 1996 amendments of the Magnuson-Stevens Act were
provided through an interim final rule established by the NMFS in 1997 and published as a final rule
in 2002 (50 CFR Sections 600.805 - 600.930). These rules specify that FMP amendments be
prepared to describe and identify EFH and identify appropriate actions to conserve and enhance those
habitats. In addition, the rules establish procedures to promote the protection of EFH through
interagency coordination and consultation on proposed federal and state actions.





EFH Designation

The Magnuson-Stevens Act requires that EFH be identified for all fisheries that are federally
managed. This includes species managed by the FMCs under federal FMPs, as well as those
managed by the NMFS under FMPs developed by the Secretary of Commerce. EFH is defined in the
Magnuson-Stevens Act as “...those waters and substrate necessary to fish for spawning, breeding,
feeding, or growth to maturity.” The rules promulgated by the NMFS in 1997 and 2002 further
clarify EFH with the following definitions: waters - aquatic areas and their associated physical,
chemical, and biological properties that are used by fish and may include aquatic areas historically
used by fish where appropriate; substrate - sediment, hard bottom, structures underlying the waters,
and associated biological communities; necessary - the habitat required to support a sustainable
fishery and the managed species’ contribution to a healthy ecosystem; and spawning, breeding,
feeding, or growth to maturity - stages representing a species’ full life cycle. EFH may be a subset
of all areas occupied by a species. Acknowledging that the amount of information available for EFH
determinations will vary for the different life stages of each species, the rules direct the FMCs to use
the best information available, to take a risk averse approach to designations, and to be increasingly
specific and narrow in their delineations as more refined information becomes available.

Applicable FMP authorities for the Gulf of Mexico, and species covered by those FMPs for which
EFH was designated, are listed in Appendices 2 and 3. Species listed are those for which data were
adequate or could be inferred to define and describe EFH. The listed species collectively occur
throughout the areas managed by the NMFS and GMFMC; therefore, inclusion of additional species
for which life history data are limited would be unlikely to encompass a greater geographic area.
Representative areas designated as EFH by the GMFMC NMFS are presented in Appendix 4.

The rules also direct NMFS and FMCs to consider a second, more limited habitat designation for each
species in addition to EFH. Habitat Areas of Particular Concern (HAPC) are described in the rules as
subsets of EFH which are rare, particularly susceptible to human-induced degradation, especially
ecologically important, or located in an environmentally stressed area. In general, HAPCs include
high value intertidal and estuarine habitats, offshore areas of high habitat value or vertical relief, and
habitats used for migration, spawning, and rearing of fish and shellfish. Areas identified as HAPC by
the NMFS and the GMFMC are presented in Appendix 5. For a complete description of designated
HAPC the reader should reference the GMFMC’s 2005 generic amendment and the supporting
environmental impact statement (see Appendix 8). HAPCs are not afforded any additional regulatory
protection under the Magnuson-Stevens Act; however, federal actions with potential adverse impacts
to HAPC will be more carefully scrutinized during the consultation process and will be subject to
more stringent EFH conservation recommendations.

Designating the spatial and seasonal extent of EFH has taken careful and deliberate consideration by
NMFS and the GMFMC. The effort to identify and delineate EFH was a rigorous process that
involved advice and input by numerous state and federal agencies and the public at large. Appendix 6
presents generalized EFH designations based on species or species assemblage habitat requirements
developed by the GMFMC. Summaries of highly migratory species and the associated categories of
EFH for each life stage based on information developed by the NMFS are displayed in Appendix 7.
These two appendices are intended to provide a convenient summary of habitat and geographic
information on species managed by the GMFMC as well as for species managed by the NMFS, where
EFH has been identified for the managed species within oceanic, coastal, and estuarine habitats of the
Gulf of Mexico. For detailed discussions and descriptions, the reader should refer to the relevant
FMP amendments and supporting environmental impact documents.

Additional sources of information, useful for preparing EFH assessments, and to further one’s
understanding of EFH designations and federally managed fishery resources, are available through
the NMFS and GMFMC. Appendix 8 provides citations for the FMPs for the Gulf of Mexico and





identifies web sites containing information on the Magnuson-Stevens Act, the NMFS final rules
governing EFH designation and consultation, and data on specific managed fisheries and associated
habitats. NMFS Southeast Region and FMC points of contact for activities within the Gulf of Mexico
are identified in Appendix 9.

Besides delineating EFH, the FMPs produced for managed fisheries in the Gulf of Mexico identify
and describe potential threats to EFH, which include threats from development, fishing, or any other
sources. Also identified are recommend EFH conservation and enhancement measures. Guidelines
used in the development of EFH amendment sections for each of these issues were established by the
EFH rules.

NMFS and FMCs also are required to implement management measures to minimize, to the extent
practicable, any adverse impacts to EFH caused by fishing gears. Those measures can include area
closures, gear restrictions, seasonal restrictions, and other measures designed to avoid or minimize
degradation of EFH attributable to fishing activities. Various protective measures have been imposed
for some fisheries under NMFS and FMC jurisdiction and FMCs are coordinating with the NMFS to
identify research necessary to determine where additional conservation measures might be
appropriate.

EFH Consultations

In the regulatory context, one of the most important provisions of the Magnuson-Stevens Act for
conserving fish habitat is that which requires consultation when actions to be permitted, funded, or
undertaken by a federal agency may adversely impact EFH. The consultation requirements in the
Magnuson-Stevens Act direct federal agencies to consult with NMFS when any of their activities may
have an adverse affect on EFH and defines adverse affect as “any impact that reduces quality and/or
guantity of EFH...[and] may include direct (e.g., contamination or physical disruption), indirect (e.g.,
loss of prey, reduction in species’ fecundity), site-specific or habitat wide impacts, including
individual, cumulative, or synergistic consequences of actions.”

The consultation provisions have caused some concern among federal action agencies regarding
potential increases in workload and the regulatory burden on the public. NMFS has addressed these
concerns in the EFH rules by emphasizing and encouraging the use of existing environmental review
processes and time frames. Provided the specifications outlined in the EFH regulations are met,
consultations should be incorporated into interagency procedures previously established under the
National Environmental Policy Act, Endangered Species Act, Clean Water Act, Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, or other applicable statutes.

To incorporate EFH consultations into coordination, consultation and/or environmental review
procedures already required by other statutes, three criteria must be met:
(1) The existing process must provide NMFS with timely notification of the action;

(2) Notification of the action must include an EFH Assessment of the impacts of the proposed action
as outlined in the EFH rules; and

(3) NMFS must have completed a written finding that the existing coordination process satisfies the
requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Act.





An EFH Assessment is a critical review of the proposed project and its potential impacts to EFH. As
set forth in the rules, EFH Assessments must include: (1) a description of the proposed action; (2) an
analysis of the effects, including cumulative effects, of the action on EFH, the managed species, and
associated species by life history stage; (3) the federal agency’s views regarding the effects of the
action on EFH; and (4) proposed mitigation, if applicable. If appropriate, the assessment should also
include the results of an on-site inspection, the views of recognized experts on the habitat or species
affects, a literature review, an analysis of alternatives to the proposed action, and any other relevant
information.

Once NMFS learns of a federal or state activity that may have an adverse effect on EFH, NMFS is
required to develop EFH conservation recommendations for the activity, even if consultation has not
been initiated by the action agency. These recommendations may include measures to avoid,
minimize, mitigate, or otherwise offset adverse effects on EFH and are to be provided to the action
agency in a timely manner. The Magnuson-Stevens Act also authorizes FMCs to comment on federal
and state projects, and directs FMCs to comment on any project that may substantially impact EFH.
The Magnuson-Stevens Act requires that federal agencies respond to EFH conservation
recommendations of the NMFS and FMCs in writing and within 30 days.

Consultations may be conducted through programmatic, general concurrence, or project specific
mechanisms. Evaluation at a programmatic level may be appropriate when sufficient information is
available to develop EFH conservation recommendations and address all reasonably foreseeable
adverse impacts under a particular program area. General Concurrences can be utilized for categories
of similar activities having minimal individual and cumulative impacts. Programmatic and General
Concurrence consultations minimize the need for individual project consultation in most cases
because NMFS has determined that the actions will likely result in no more than minimal adverse
effects, and conservation measures would be implemented. For example, NMFS might agree to a
General Concurrence for the construction of docks or piers which, with incorporation of design or
siting constraints, would minimally affect federally managed fishery resources and their habitats.

Consultations at a project-specific level are required when critical decisions are made at the project
implementation stage, or when sufficiently detailed information for development of EFH
conservation recommendations does not exist at the programmatic level. To facilitate project-specific
consultations, NMFS and the action agency should discuss how existing review or coordination
processes can be used to accomplish the EFH consultation. With agreement on how existing
coordination mechanisms will be used, the NMFS will transmit a findings letter to the action agency
describing the conduct of EFH consultation within existing project review frameworks. To date,
more than 20 findings with federal and state partners in the southeast have been completed.

Project specific consultations must follow either the abbreviated or expanded procedures.
Abbreviated consultations allow NMFS to quickly determine whether, and to what degree, a federal
action may adversely impact EFH, and should be used when impacts to EFH are expected to be
minor. For example, the abbreviated consultation procedure would be used when the adverse effect
of an action or proposed action could be alleviated through minor design or operational modifications,
or the inclusion of measures to offset unavoidable adverse impacts.

Expanded consultations allow NMFS and a federal action agency the maximum opportunity to work
together in the review of an activity’s impact on EFH and the development of EFH conservation
recommendations. Expanded consultation procedures must be used for federal actions that would
result in substantial adverse effects to EFH. Federal action agencies are encouraged to contact NMFS
at the earliest opportunity to discuss whether the adverse effect of a proposed action makes expanded
consultation appropriate. In addition, it may be determined after review of an abbreviated
consultation that a greater level of review and analysis would be appropriate and that review through
expanded consultation procedures should be employed. Expanded consultation procedures provide





additional time for the development of conservation recommendations, and may be appropriate for
actions such as the construction of large marinas or port facilities, or activities subject to preparation
of an environmental impact statement.

The Magnuson-Stevens Act mandates that a federal action agency must respond in writing to EFH
conservation recommendations from NMFS and FMCs within 30 days of receiving those
recommendations. The rules require that such a response be provided at least 10 days prior to final
approval of the action, if a decision by the federal agency is required in fewer than 30 days and that
decision is inconsistent with the recommendations of the NMFS. The response must include a
description of measures proposed by the agency for avoiding, mitigating, or offsetting the impact of
the activity on EFH. In the case of a response that is inconsistent with NMFS conservation
recommendations, the agency must explain its reasons for not following the recommendations,
including the scientific rationale for any disagreements with NMFS over the anticipated effects of the
proposed action and the measures needed to offset such effects.

The regulations provide an important opportunity to resolve critical and outstanding EFH issues prior
to an action agency rendering a final decision. When an agency decision is inconsistent with NMFS
conservation recommendations, the NMFS Assistant Administrator may request a meeting with the
head of the action agency to further discuss the project and attempt to achieve a greater level
protection for EFH and federally managed fisheries. The process for higher-level review of proposed
actions is not specified in the regulations; rather it is to be addressed on an agency-by-agency basis.
In keeping with NMFS’s effort to minimize the regulatory burden of EFH consultation requirements,
review by the Assistant Administrator and action agency representative should be streamlined and
tightly focused.

Conclusion

The EFH mandates of the Magnuson-Stevens Act represent an integration of fishery management and
habitat management by stressing the dependency of healthy, productive fisheries on the maintenance
of viable and diverse estuarine and marine ecosystems. Federal action agencies are required to
consult with the NMFS whenever a construction, permitting, funding, or other action may adversely
affect EFH. The EFH consultation process will ensure that federal agencies explicitly consider the
effects of their actions on important habitats, with the goal of supporting the sustainable management
of marine fisheries. The NMFS is committed to working with federal and state agencies to implement
these mandates effectively and efficiently, with the ultimate goal of sustaining of the nation’s fishery
resources.





Appendix 1. Selected Text from the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (16 U.S.C. 1855 et seq)

SEC. 305. OTHER REQUIREMENTS AND AUTHORITY
104-297
(b) FISH HABITAT.

(1) (A) The Secretary shall, within 6 months of the date of enactment of the Sustainable Fisheries
Act, establish by regulation guidelines to assist the Councils in the description and
identification of essential fish habitat in fishery management plans (including adverse impacts
on such habitat) and in the consideration of actions to ensure the conservation and
enhancement of such habitat. The Secretary shall set forth a schedule for the amendment of
fishery management plans to include the identification of essential fish habitat and for the
review and updating of such identifications based on new scientific evidence or other relevant
information.

(B) The Secretary, in consultation with participants in the fishery, shall provide each Council
with recommendations and information regarding each fishery under that Council's authority
to assist it in the identification of essential fish habitat, the adverse impacts on that habitat,
and the actions that should be considered to ensure the conservation and enhancement of that
habitat.

(C) The Secretary shall review programs administered by the Department of Commerce and
ensure that any relevant programs further the conservation and enhancement of essential fish
habitat.

(D) The Secretary shall coordinate with and provide information to other Federal agencies to
further the conservation and enhancement of essential fish habitat.

(2) Each Federal agency shall consult with the Secretary with respect to any action authorized,
funded, or undertaken, or proposed to be authorized, funded, or undertaken, by such agency
that may adversely affect any essential fish habitat identified under this Act.

(3) Each Council--
(A) may comment on and make recommendations to the Secretary and any Federal or State
agency concerning any activity authorized, funded, or undertaken, or proposed to be
authorized, funded, or undertaken, by any Federal or State agency that, in the view of the
Council, may affect the habitat, including essential fish habitat, of a fishery resource under its
authority; and
(B) shall comment on and make recommendations to the Secretary and any Federal or State
agency concerning any such activity that, in the view of the Council, is likely to substantially
affect the habitat, including essential fish habitat, of an anadromous fishery resource under its
authority.

(4) (A) If the Secretary receives information from a Council or Federal or State agency or

determines from other sources that an action authorized, funded, or undertaken, or proposed
to be authorized, funded, or undertaken, by any State or Federal agency would adversely
affect any essential fish habitat identified under this Act, the Secretary shall recommend to
such agency measures that can be taken by such agency to conserve such habitat.
(B) Within 30 days after receiving a recommendation under subparagraph (A), a Federal
agency shall provide a detailed response in writing to any Council commenting under
paragraph (3) and the Secretary regarding the matter. The response shall include a description
of measures proposed by the agency for avoiding, mitigating, or offsetting the impact of the
activity on such habitat. In the case of a response that is inconsistent with the
recommendations of the Secretary, the Federal agency shall explain its reasons for not
following the recommendations.





Appendix 2. Fishery Management Plans and Managed Species for the Gulf of Mexico area.

GULF OF MEXICO FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL

Shrimp Fishery Management Plan
brown shrimp - Farfantepenaeus aztecus
pink shrimp - F. duorarum
royal red shrimp - Pleoticus robustus
white shrimp - Litopenaeus setiferus

Red Drum Fishery Management Plan
red drum - Sciaenops ocellatus

Reef Fish Fishery Management Plan
almaco jack — Seriola rivoliana
anchor tilefish - Caulolatilus intermedius
banded rudderfish - S. zonata
blackfin snapper - Lutjanus buccanella
blackline tilefish - Caulolatilus cyanops
black grouper- Mycteroperca bonaci
blueline tilefish — C. microps
cubera snapper — L. cyanopterus
dog snhapper — L. jocu
dwarf sand perch - Diplectrum bivittatum
gag grouper - M. microlepis
goldface tilefish — C. chrysops
goliath grouper - Epinephelus itajara
gray snapper — L. griseus
gray triggerfish - Balistes capriscus
greater amberjack — S. dumerili
hogfish - Lachnolaimus maximus
lane snapper - Lutjanus synagris
lesser amberjack - S. fasciata
mahogany snapper — L. mahogoni
marbled grouper — E. inermis
misty grouper — E. mystacinus
mutton snapper — L. analis
Nassau grouper — E. striatus
queen snapper - Etelis oculatus
red hind - Epinephelus guttatus
red grouper — E. morio
red snapper - L. campechanus
rock hind — E. adscensionis
sand perch - Diplectrum formosum
scamp grouper - M. phenax
schoolmaster — L. apodus
silk snapper — L. vivanus
snowy grouper — E. niveatus
speckled hind - E. drummondhayi
tilefish - Lopholatilus chamaeleonticeps

vermilion snapper - Rhomboplites aurorubens

Warsaw grouper — E. nigritus
wenchman - Pristipomoides aquilonaris
yellowedge grouper E .lavolimbatus
yellowfin grouper — M. venenosa
yellowmouth grouper — M. interstitialis
yellowtail snapper - Ocyurus chrysurus

Stone Crab Fishery Management Plan

Florida stone crab - Menippe mercenaria
gulf stone crab — M. adina

Spiny Lobster Fishery Management Plan
spiny lobster - Panulirus argus
slipper lobster - Scyllarides nodife

Coral and Coral Reef Fishery Management
Plan
varied coral species and coral reef
communities comprised of several hundred
species

Coastal Migratory Pelagic Fishery
Management Plan
cobia - Rachycentron canadum
king mackerel — Scomberomorus cavalla
Spanish mackerel - S. maculatus





Appendix 3. Species Managed in the Gulf of Mexico under Federally Implemented Fishery
Management Plans.

Tuna

albacore - Thunnus alalunga
Atlantic bigeye - T. obesus
Atlantic bluefin - T. thynnus
Atlantic yellowfin - T. albacares
skipjack - Katsuwonus pelamis

Swordfish

Billfish

swordfish - Xiphias gladius

blue marlin - Makaira nigricans

sailfish - Istiophorus platypterus

white marlin - T. albidus

longbill spearfish - Tetrapturus pfluegeri

Large Coastal Sharks

basking shark - Cetorhinus maximus
great hammerhead — Sphyrna mokarran
scalloped hammerhead - S. lewini
smooth hammerhead - S. zygaena
white shark - Carcharodon carcharias
nurse shark - Ginglymostoma cirratum
bignose shark - Carcharhinus altimus
blacktip shark - C. limbatus

bull shark - C. leucas

Caribbean reef shark - C. perezi

dusky shark - C. obscurus

Galapagos shark - C. galapagensis
lemon shark - Negaprion brevirostris
narrowtooth shark - C. brachyurus
night shark - C. signatus

sandbar shark - C. plumbeus

silky shark - C. falciformis

spinner shark - C. brevipinna

tiger shark - Galeocerdo cuvieri
bigeye sand tiger - Odontaspis noronhai
sand tiger shark - O. taurus

whale shark - Rhinocodon typus
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Small Coastal Sharks
Atlantic angel shark - Squatina dumerili
bonnethead - Sphyrna tiburo
Atlantic sharpnose — R. terraenovae
blacknose shark - C. acronotus
Caribbean sharpnose shark - R. porosus
finetooth shark - C. isodon
smalltail shark - C. porosus

Pelagic Sharks
bigeye sixgill shark - Hexanchus vitulus
sevengill shark — Heptranchias perlo
sixgill shark - H. griseus
longfin mako shark - Isurus paucus
porbeagle shark - Lamna nasus
shortfin mako shark - 1. oxyrinchus
blue shark - Prionace glauca
oceanic whitetip shark - C. longimanu
bigeye thresher shark - Alopias superciliosus
common thresher shark - A. vulpinus





Appendix 4. Representative Categories of Essential Fish Habitat Identified in the Fishery
Management Plan Amendment of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council. (Generally,
EFH for species managed under the NMFS Billfish and Highly Migratory Species plans falls
within the marine and estuarine water column habitats designated by the Council)

Estuarine areas

Estuarine emergent wetlands
Mangrove wetlands

Submerged aquatic vegetation

Algal flats

Mud, sand, shell, and rock substrates

Estuarine water column
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Marine areas

Water column
Vegetated bottoms
Non-vegetated bottoms
Live bottoms

Coral reefs

Geologic features

Continental Shelf features





Appendix 5. Habitat Areas of Particular Concern Identified in the 2005 Fishery Management
Plan Amendment of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council.

Florida
Madison-Swanson Marine Reserve
Tortugas North
Tortugas South
Florida Middle Grounds
Pulley Ridge

Texas/Louisiana Topographic Features (Reefs and Banks)
West Flower Garden Banks

East Flower Garden Banks
Stetson Bank

29 Fathom Bank

MacNeil Bank

Rezak Sidner Bank
Rankin Bright Bank
Geyer Bank

McGrail Bank

Bouma Bank

Sonnier Bank

Alderdice Bank

Jakkula Bank
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Appendix 6. EFH Designations for Species Managed by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council.!

Red Drum FMP — EFH for red drum consists of all Gulf of Mexico estuaries; waters and
substrates extending from Vermilion Bay, Louisiana to the eastern edge of Mobile Bay, Alabama out
to depths of 25 fathoms; waters and substrates extending from Crystal River, Florida to Naples,
Florida between depths of 5 and 10 fathoms; waters and substrates extending from Cape Sable,
Florida to the boundary between the areas covered by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management
Council and the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council between depths of 5 and 10 fathoms.

Reef Fish FMP — EFH for reef fish consists of Gulf of Mexico waters and substrates
extending from the US/Mexico border to the boundary between the areas covered by the Gulf of
Mexico Fishery Management Council and the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council from
estuarine waters out to depths of 100 fathoms.

Coastal Migratory Pelagics FMP — EFH for coastal migratory pelagics consists of Gulf of
Mexico waters and substrates extending from the US/Mexico border to the boundary between the
areas covered by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council and the South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council from estuarine waters out to depths of 100 fathoms.

Shrimp FMP — EFH for shrimp consists of Gulf of Mexico waters and substrates extending
from the US/Mexico border to Fort Walton Beach, Florida from estuarine waters out to depths of 100
fathoms; waters and substrates extending from Grand Isle, Louisiana to Pensacola Bay, Florida
between depths of 100 and 325 fathoms; waters and substrates extending from Pensacola Bay, Florida
to the boundary between the areas covered by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council and
the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council out to depths of 35 fathoms, with the exception of
waters extending from Crystal River, Florida to Naples, Florida between depths of 10 and 25 fathoms
and in Florida Bay between depths of 5 and 10 fathoms.

Stone Crab FMP — EFH for stone crab consists of Gulf of Mexico waters and substrates
extending from the US/Mexico border to Sanibel, Florida from estuarine waters out to depths of 10
fathoms; waters and substrates extending from Sanibel, Florida to the boundary between the areas
covered by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council and the South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council from estuarine waters out to depths of 15 fathoms.

Spiny Lobster FMP — EFH for spiny lobster consists of Gulf of Mexico waters and substrates
extending from Tarpon Springs, Florida to Naples, Florida between depths of 5 and 10 fathoms;
waters and substrates extending from Cape Sable, Florida to the boundary between the areas covered
by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council and the South Atlantic Fishery Management
Council out to depths of 15 fathoms.

Coral FMP — EFH for coral consists of the total distribution of coral species and life stages
throughout the Gulf of Mexico including the East and West Flower Garden Banks, Florida Middle
Grounds, southwest tip of the Florida reef tract, and predominant patchy hard bottom offshore of
Florida from approximately Crystal River south to the Keys, and scattered along the pinnacles and
banks from Texas to Mississippi, at the shelf edge.

! Reader should refer to the 2004 final environmental impact statement for more detailed EFH information
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Appendix 7. Sources of EFH and Related Resource Information for the Gulf of Mexico.

Fishery Management Plan Documents

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council. 2004. Final environmental impact statement for the generic amendment to
the following fishery management plans of the Gulf of Mexico: Shrimp Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico, United
States Waters; Red Drum Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Reef Fish Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Coastal
Migratory Pelagic Resources (Mackerels) in the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic; Stone Crab Fishery of the
Gulf of Mexico; Spiny Lobster in the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic; Coral and Coral Reefs of the Gulf of
Mexico. Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council. Tampa, FL.

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council. 2005. Final generic amendment number 3 for addressing Essential Fish
Habitat requirements, Habitat Areas of Particular Concern, and adverse effects of fishing in the following fishery
management plans of the Gulf of Mexico: Shrimp Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico, United States Waters; Red Drum
Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Reef Fish Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Coastal Migratory Pelagic Resources
(Mackerels) in the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic; Stone Crab Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Spiny Lobster
in the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic; Coral and Coral Reefs of the Gulf of Mexico. Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council. Tampa, FL.

National Marine Fisheries Service. 2009. Amendment 1 to the Consolidated Atlantic Highly Migratory Species Fishery
Management Plan. National Marine Fisheries Service. Silver Spring, MD.

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
http://www.gulfcouncil.org/

NOAA Fisheries Service — Southeast Region
http://sero.nmfs.noaa.gov/

NOAA Fisheries Service — Office of Habitat Conservation
http://www.habitat.noaa.gov

NOAA Fisheries Highly Migratory Species
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/sfa/hms/hmsdocument_files/FMPs.htm
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Appendix 9. Points of Contact for Essential Fish Habitat Activities within the Southeast Region

of the National Marine Fisheries Service.

National Marine Fisheries Service

Southeast Region

Miles Croom

Assistant Regional Administrator

Habitat Conservation Division

National Marine Fisheries Service

263 13" Avenue South

St. Petersburg, FL 33701

(727) 824-5317

Fax: (727)824-5300

Miles.Croom@noaa.gov

David Dale

Essential Fish Habitat Coordinator
Habitat Conservation Division
National Marine Fisheries Service
263 13" Avenue South

St. Petersburg, FL 33701
727-551-5736

Fax (727)824-5300
David.Dale@noaa.gov

National Marine Fisheries Service

Southeast Region
Local Field Offices

Russell Swafford (Texas)

National Marine Fisheries Service

4700 Avenue U

Galveston, TX 77551

409/766-3699

Rusty.Swafford@noaa.gov

Richard Hartman (Louisiana)
National Marine Fisheries Service
c/o Louisiana State University
Baton Rouge, LA 70803
225/389-0508
Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Mark Thompson (Florida, Alabama, Mississippi)
National Marine Fisheries Service

3500 Delwood Beach Rd.

Panama City, FL 32408-7499

850/234-5061

Mark.Thompson@noaa.gov

Mark Sramek (Florida Gulf Coast)
Habitat Conservation Division
National Marine Fisheries Service
263 13" Avenue South

St. Petersburg, FL 33701
727-824-5311

Fax (727)824-5300
Mark.Sramek@noaa.gov

Gulf of Mexico
Fishery Management Council

Executive Director

US Department of Commerce

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council
2203 N. Lois Avenue Suite 1100

Tampa, FL 33607

(813) 348-1630

Fax: (813)348-1711
gulfcouncil@gulfcouncil.org

Jeff Rester

Habitat and SEAMAP Coordinator

Gulf States Marine Fisheries Commission
P. O. Box 726

Ocean Springs, MS 39566-0726

(228) 875-5912

Fax: (228) 875-6604

jrester @ gsmfc.org

National Marine Fisheries Service
Highly Migratory Species Division

Peter Cooper

HMS Division (NMFS/SF1)
1315 East West Highway
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
Phone: (301) 713-2347

Fax: (301) 713-1917
Peter.Cooper@noaa.gov
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Ms. Crnich,

| spoke with Eddie Sutherland today and provided him NMFS' responses to
the questions included in the informal coordination letter dated February
24, 2011. I've attached information regarding Essential Fish Habitat
(EFH) which outlines the consultation process and includes the
requirements for EFH assessments. | will be the primary contact for NMFS
regarding this project so please feel free to contact me if you have any
guestions. Thank you!

Erin Piper

Essential Fish Habitat Specialist

NMFS Habitat Conservation Division

4700 Ave. U Galveston, Texas 77551

Phone (409) 766-3699

Fax (409) 766-3575
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CSJ: 0101-06-095 Appendix B

SCOPING

Draft Environmental Impact Statement — US 181 Harbor Bridge — September 2013
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CSJ: 0101-06-095 Appendix B

The following letters were distributed to potential cooperating and participating agencies during
Scoping, and include:

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6

e U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Galveston District

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Corpus Christi Ecological Services Office
e U.S. Coast Guard, Eighth District, Bridge Section

e U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resource Conservation Service
e Apache Tribe of Oklahoma

e Comanche Nation of Oklahoma

e Kiowa Indian Tribe of Oklahoma

e Tonkawa Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma

e Mescalero Apache Tribe

e Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

e Texas General Land Office, Asset Management

e National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office
e Texas Historical Commission

e Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

e Historic Bridge Foundation

e Texas Coastal Coordination Council

e Coastal Bend Council of Governments

e Corpus Christi Metropolitan Planning Organization

e Corpus Christi Regional Economic Development Corporation
e Corpus Christi Regional Transportation Authority

e City of Corpus Christi

e (City of Portland

e Nueces County

e Port of Corpus Christi Authority

e San Patricio County

e U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Draft Environmental Impact Statement — US 181 Harbor Bridge — September 2013
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US.Department

of Tansportation Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
Federal Highway Austin, TX 78701-3255
Administration Tel (512) 536-5900

Fax (512) 536-5390
texas @fhwa.dot.qov

July 21, 2011
In Reply Refer To:
HB-TX

Mr. Louis Mynahonah

Chairman, Apache Tribe of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 1220

Anadarko, OK 73005

Dear Mr. Mynahonah:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposed United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286
(Crosstown Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095). The project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286.
The objectives of the proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase
roadway capacity, correct roadway and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs,
improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote,
enhance and spur economic development in the area. This project will be coordinated under
Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy
for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the proposed project can be found
in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act. With this letter, the Apache Tribe of Oklahoma is formally invited to become a Participating
Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation does not
imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to
evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential
environmental or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency
from granting a permit or other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your
agency’s role in the development of the above project should include the following as they relate
to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of

alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.
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2. Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

3. Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days
of receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for
declining the invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response
that your agency:

¢ Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
¢ Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
¢ Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for
your review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the
overall Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating
Agencies. Please provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency
Scoping Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office
Training Center, 1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30
pm. Later that same day and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping
Meeting/Open House beginning at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our
agencies’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Mr. Albert Hinojosa

Area Engineer

Federal Highway Administration

300 E. 8" Street, Room 826

Austin, TX 78701

(512) 536-5967, or email him at albert.hinojosa@dot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sincerely

Grégory S. Punske, P.E.
District Engineer

Enclosures: Project Map, NOI and Draft Coordination Plan

Cc: Ms. Dianna F. Noble, Director of Environmental Affairs Division, TxDOT
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
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US.Department

of Transportation Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
Federal Highway Austin, TX 78701-3255
Administration Tel (512) 536-5900

Fax (512) 536-5990
texas @thwa.dot.gov

July 21, 2011
In Reply Refer To:
HB-TX
Mr. Jimmy Arterberry
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Comanche Nation of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 908
Lawton, OK 73502

Dear Mr. Arterberry:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposed United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286
(Crosstown Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095). The project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286.
The objectives of the proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase
roadway capacity, correct roadway and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs,
improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote,
enhance and spur economic development in the area. This project will be coordinated under
Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy
for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the proposed project can be found
in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act. With this letter, the Commanche Nation of Oklahoma is formally invited to become a
Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation
does not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with
respect to evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential
environmental or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency
from granting a permit or other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your
agency’s role in the development of the above project should include the following as they relate
to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

[
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3. Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days
of receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for
declining the invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response
that your agency:

e Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
e Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
*  Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for
your review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the
overall Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating
Agencies. Please provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency
Scoping Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office
Training Center, 1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30
pm. Later that same day and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping
Meeting/Open House beginning at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our
agencies’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Mr. Albert Hinojosa

Area Engineer

Federal Highway Administration

300 E. 8" Street, Room 826

Austin, TX 78701

(512) 536-5967, or email him at albert.hinojosa@dot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Smcegrely, ””‘““%

Gre‘éoryjs. Pq”ﬁske, PE.
District Engineer

Enclosures: Project Map, NOI and Draft Coordination Plan

Cc: Ms. Dianna F. Noble, Director of Environmental Affairs Division, TxDOT
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TXDOT Corpus Christi District
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US.Department

of Tansportation Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
Federal Highway Austin, TX 78701-3255
Administration Tel (512) 536-5900

Fax (512) 536-5990
texas @thwa.dot.qov

July 21, 2011
In Reply Refer To:
HB-TX
Ms. Jame Eskew
Kiowa Indian Tribe of Oklahoma
c/o Kiowa Culture Preservation Authority
P.O. Box 885
Carnegie, OK 73015

Dear Ms. Eskew:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposed United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286
(Crosstown Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095). The project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286.
The objectives of the proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase
roadway capacity, correct roadway and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs,
improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote,
enhance and spur economic development in the area. This project will be coordinated under
Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy
tor Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the proposed project can be found
in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act. With this letter, the Kiowa Indian Tribe of Oklahoma is formally invited to become a
Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation
does not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with
respect to evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential
environmental or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency
from granting a permit or other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your
agency’s role in the development of the above project should include the following as they relate
to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

[\
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3. Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days
of receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for
declining the invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response
that your agency:

e Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
* Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
» Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for
your review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the
overall Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating
Agencies. Please provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency
Scoping Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TXDOT Corpus Christi District Office
Training Center, 1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30
pm. Later that same day and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping
Meeting/Open House beginning at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our
agencies’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Mr. Albert Hinojosa

Area Engineer

Federal Highway Administration

300 E. 8" Street, Room 826

Austin, TX 78701

(512) 536-5967, or email him at albert.hinojosa@dot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Gﬁégorg S. Punske, P.E.
District Engineer

Enclosures: Project Map, NOI and Draft Coordination Plan

Cc: Ms. Dianna F. Noble, Director of Environmental Affairs Division, TxDOT
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
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US. Department

of Tansportation Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
Federal Highway Austin, TX 78701-3255
Administration Tel (512) 536-5900

Fax (512) 536-5390
texas @fhwa.dot.gov

July 21, 2011
In Reply Refer To:
HB-TX
Mr. Don Patterson
President, Tonkawa Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma
1 Rush Buffalo Road
Tonkawa, OK 74653

Dear Mr. Patterson:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposed United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286
(Crosstown Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095). The project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286.
The objectives of the proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase
roadway capacity, correct roadway and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs,
improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote,
enhance and spur economic development in the area. This project will be coordinated under
Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy
for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the proposed project can be found
in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act. With this letter, the Tonkawa Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma is formally invited to become a
Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation
does not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with
respect to evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential
environmental or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency
from granting a permit or other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your
agency’s role in the development of the above project should include the following as they relate
to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.
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3. Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days
of receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for
declining the invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response
that your agency:

o Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
¢ Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
¢ Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for
your review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the
overall Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating
Agencies. Please provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency
Scoping Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office
Training Center, 1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30
pm. Later that same day and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping
Meeting/Open House beginning at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our
agencies’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Mr. Albert Hinojosa

Area Engineer

Federal Highway Administration

300 E. 8" Street, Room 826

Austin, TX 78701

(512) 536-5967, or email him at albert.hinojosa@dot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sir}gcere]ywwx

gory S. Punske, P.E.
District Engineer

Enclosures: Project Map, NOI and Draft Coordination Plan

Cc: Ms. Dianna F. Noble, Director of Environmental Affairs Division, TxDOT
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
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US.Depariment

of Tansportation Texas Division 300 E. 8™ Street, Room 826
Federal Highway Austin, TX 78701-3255
Administration Tel (512) 536-5900

Fax (512) 536-5990
texas @ fhwa.dot.gov

July 21, 2011
In Reply Refer To:
HB-TX
Mr. Carleton Naiche-Palmer
President, Mescalero Apache Tribe
c/o Holly Houghten, THPO
P.O. Box 227
Mescalero, NM 88340

Dear Mr. Naiche-Palmer:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposed United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286
(Crosstown Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ
0101-06-095). The project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286.
The objectives of the proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase
roadway capacity, correct roadway and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs,
improve connectivity and intermodal transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote,
enhance and spur economic development in the area. This project will be coordinated under
Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy
for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the proposed project can be found
in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project
due to the requirements for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act. With this letter, the Mescalero Apache Tribe is formally invited to become a Participating
Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation does not
imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to
evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential
environmental or soctoeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency
from granting a permit or other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your
agency’s role in the development of the above project should include the following as they relate
to your area of expertise:

{. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

2. Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.
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3. Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days
of receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for
declining the invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response
that your agency:

* Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
e Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
* Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for
your review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the
overall Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating
Agencies. Please provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency
Scoping Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office
Training Center, 1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30
pm. Later that same day and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping
Meeting/Open House beginning at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our
agencies’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Mr. Albert Hinojosa

Area Engineer

Federal Highway Administration

300 E. 8" Street, Room 826

Austin, TX 78701

(512) 536-5967, or email him at albert.hinojosa@dot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sincerely, —7

I
/}; H

Gi”igog'y S. Purlfske, PE.
District Engineer

Enclosures: Project Map, NOI and Draft Coordination Plan

Cc: Ms. Dianna F. Noble, Director of Environmental Affairs Division, TxDOT
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET » AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 - (512} 463-8585
July 22,2011

Mr. Mark R. Vickery

Executive Director

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, TX 78711-3087

Dear Mr. Vickery:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation “with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental [mpact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286 (Crosstown
Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095). The
project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of the
proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase roadway capacity, correct roadway
and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs, improve connectivity and intermodal
transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote, enhance and spur economic development in the area.
This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the
proposed project can be found in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on
July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project due to
the requirements of the Clean Air Act and the Clean Water Act, and as the designated state representative
for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Pre-scoping coordination (initiated with a letter to your
office from TxDOT, dated February 24, 2011) with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
(TCEQ) identified Nina Castillo and Clyde Bohmfalk as the primary project contacts for air quality and
water resources, respectively, with your agency. With this letter, the TCEQ is formally invited to become
a Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation does
not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to
evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental
or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a permit or
other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your agency’s role in the development of
the above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.
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Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days of
receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for declining the
invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response that your agency:

¢ Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
e Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
¢ Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for your
review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the overall
Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating Agencies. Please
provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency Scoping
Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office Training Center,
1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm. Later that same day
and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping Meeting/Open House beginning
at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.
Sincerely,

* 73
Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: NOIL Draft Coordination Plan, Project Map

Ce: Mr. Gregory S. Punske, P.E., Federal Highway Administration-Texas Division
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District

Bee: DFN

Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET » AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 » (512) 463-8585
July 22,2011

Mr. Hal Croft

Asset Management Deputy Commissioner
Texas General Land Office

P.O. Box 12873

Austin, TX 78711-2873

Dear Mr. Croft:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation “with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286 (Crosstown
Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095). The
project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of the
proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase roadway capacity, correct roadway
and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs, improve connectivity and intermodal
transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote, enhance and spur economic development in the area.
This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the
proposed project can be found in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on
July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project due to
the requirements under the Memorandum of Understanding and Memorandum of Agreement between
TxDOT and the Texas General Land Office (TGLO). Pre-scoping coordination (initiated with a letter to
your office from TxDOT, dated February 24, 201 1) with the TGLO identified Amy Nuiiez and Jesse Solis
as the primary project contacts with your agency. With this letter, the TGLO is formally invited to
become a Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation
does not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to
evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental
or sociceconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a permit or
other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that vour agency’s role in the development of
the above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-tinal environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.
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Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days of
receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for declining the
invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response that your agency:

e Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
e Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
* Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for your
review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the overall
Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating Agencies. Please
provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency Scoping
Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office Training Center,
1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm. Later that same day
and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping Meeting/Open House beginning
at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11™ Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.
Sincerely,
. 5

Dianna F. Noble, P.E
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: NOIL Draft Coordination Plan, Project Map
Ce: Mr. Gregory S. Punske, P.E., Federal Highway Administration-Texas Division
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District

Bee: DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 76701-2483 - (512) 463-8585
July 22, 2011

Mr. Mark Wolfe

Executive Director

Texas Historical Commission
P.O. Box 12276

Austin, TX 78711-2276

Dear Mr. Wolfe:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation “with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286 (Crosstown
Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095). The
project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of the
proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase roadway capacity, correct roadway
and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs, improve connectivity and intermodal
transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote, enhance and spur economic development in the area.
This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the
proposed project can be found in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on
July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project due to
the requirements for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and Section
4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC 303). Pre-scoping coordination (initiated
with an email sent from TxDOT to Adrienne Campbell on January 13, 2011) with the Texas Historical
Commission (THC) identified Adrienne Campbell and Mark Denton as the primary project contacts for
history and archeology, respectively, with your agency. With this letter, the THC is formally invited to
become a Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation
does not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to
evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental
or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a permit or
other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your agency’s role in the development of
the above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose. determining the range of

alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of

alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

3. Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.
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Please respond to TXxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days of
receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for declining the
invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response that your agency:

¢ Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
¢ Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
¢ Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for your
review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the overall
Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating Agencies. Please
provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency Scoping
Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office Training Center,
1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm. Later that same day
and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping Meeting/Open House beginning
at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sincerely,
Azw ﬁ J;éjfﬁ)

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: NOI, Draft Coordination Plan, Project Map
Ce: Mr. Gregory S. Punske, P.E., Federal Highway Administration-Texas Division
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District

Bec: DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET «» AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 « (512} 463-8585
July 22,2011

Mr. Carter Smith

Executive Director

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department
4200 Smith School Road

Austin, TX 78744

Dear Mr. Smith:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation “with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286 (Crosstown
Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095). The
project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of the
proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase roadway capacity, correct roadway
and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs, improve connectivity and intermodal
transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote, enhance and spur economic development in the area.
This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the
proposed project can be found in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on
July 8, 2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest.in the proposed project under
the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) and Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between TxDOT
and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD). Pre-scoping coordination (initiated with a letter to
your office from TxDOT, dated February 24, 2011) with the TPWD identified Russell Hooten as the
primary project contact with your agency and confirmed that coordination would be undertaken in
accordance with the MOU. With this letter, the TPWD is formally invited to become a Participating
Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation does not imply that
your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to evaluation of the
proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental
or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a permit or
other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your agency’s role in the development of
the above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

. Provide meaningful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of

alternatives to be considered. and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of

alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

3. Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of vour agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.
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Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days of
receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for declining the
invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response that your agency:

o Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
¢ Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
* Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for your
review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the overall
Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating Agencies. Please
provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency Scoping
Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office Training Center,
1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm. Later that same day
and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping Meeting/Open House beginning
at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.
Sincerely,

Qs FF o8
Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: NOIL, Draft Coordination Plan, Project Map

Ce: Mr. Gregory S. Punske, P.E., Federal Highway Administration-Texas Division

Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bee:  DEN
Reference: ENV 850
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DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 - (512) 463-8585
July 22,2011

Ms. Kitty Henderson
Executive Director

Historic Bridge Foundation
P.O. Box 66245

Austin, TX 78766

Dear Ms. Henderson:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286 (Crosstown
Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095). The
project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of the
proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase roadway capacity, correct roadway
and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs, improve connectivity and intermodal
transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote, enhance and spur economic development in the area.
This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the
proposed project can be found in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on
July 8, 2011.

The Historic Bridge Foundation has been identified as a party that might have an interest in the proposed
project due to potential impacts to the historic Harbor Bridge. With this letter, the Historic Bridge
Foundation is formally invited to become a Participating Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the
development of the EIS. This designation does not imply that your agency either supports the proposal or
has any special expertise with respect to evaluation of the proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental
or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a permit or
other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your agency’s role in the development of
the above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meaningful and carly input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

G d

Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days of
receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state vour reason for declining the
invitation. If vou choose to decline, vou must specifically state in vour response that your agency:
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e Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
e Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
¢ Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for your
review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the overall
Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating Agencies. Please
provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency Scoping
Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office Training Center,
1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm. Later that same day
and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping Meeting/Open House beginning
at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich )

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11™ Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnich@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.
Sigcerely, )

Pianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director of Environmental Affairs Division

Enclosures: NOI, Draft Coordination Plan, Project Map

Cc: Mr. Gregory S. Punske, P.E., Federal Highway Administration-Texas Division

Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E.. TxDOT Corpus Christi District
Bee: DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 - (512} 463-8585
July 22, 2011

Ms. Helen Young

Deputy Commissioner, Coastal Resources
Texas Coastal Coordination Council
Texas General Land Office

P.O. Box 12873

Austin, TX 78711-2873

Dear Ms. Young:

.

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), is reinitiating the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
United States (US) Highway 181 Harbor Bridge replacement/State Highway (SH) 286 (Crosstown
Expressway) improvement project in Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095). The
project limits are: Beach Avenue at US 181 and Morgan Avenue at SH 286. The objectives of the
proposed action, as currently defined, are to improve safety, increase roadway capacity, correct roadway
and bridge design deficiencies, reduce maintenance costs, improve connectivity and intermodal
transportation, enhance navigation, and to promote, enhance and spur economic development in the area.
This project will be coordinated under Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Additional information regarding the
proposed project can be found in the enclosed Notice of Intent (NOI), published in the Texas Register on
July 8,2011.

Your agency has been identified as an agency that might have an interest in the proposed project due to
the potential for the proposed project to affect coastal resources and the Coastal Management Program.
Pre-scoping coordination (initiated with a letter to your office from TxDOT, dated February 24, 2011)
with the Texas Coastal Coordination Council (TCCC) identified Amy Nufiez as the primary project
contact with your agency. With this letter, the TCCC is formally invited to become a Participating
Agency with FHWA and TxDOT in the development of the EIS. This designation does not imply that
your agency either supports the proposal or has any special expertise with respect to evaluation of the
proposed project.

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, responsibilities for Participating Agencies include
identifying, as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential environmental
or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay or prevent an agency from granting a permit or
other approval that is needed for the project. We suggest that your agency’s role in the development of
the above project should include the following as they relate to your area of expertise:

1. Provide meanmgful and early input on defining the need and purpose, determining the range of
alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required in the analysis of
alternatives.

Participate in coordination meetings and joint field reviews as appropriate.

Provide timely review and comment on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
reflect the views and concerns of vour agency on the adequacy of the document, alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

fad D
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Please respond to TxDOT in writing with an acceptance or denial of the invitation within 30 days of
receipt of this letter. If your agency declines, the response should state your reason for declining the
invitation. If you choose to decline, you must specifically state in your response that your agency:

¢ Has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the proposed project;
e Has no expertise or information relevant to the proposed project; and
¢ Does not intend to submit comments on the proposed project.

We are also transmitting a copy of the draft SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 Coordination Plan for your
review and comment. The draft Coordination Plan provides additional insight regarding the overall
Section 6002 process as well as specific roles and responsibilities for Participating Agencies. Please
provide your comments to TxDOT within 30 days from receipt of this letter.

Finally, we are inviting your participation at the upcoming Scoping Meeting. An Agency Scoping
Meeting will be held on August 9, 2011 at the TxDOT Corpus Christi District Office Training Center,
1701 S. Padre Island Drive, Corpus Christi, TX 78416, from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm. Later that same day
and at the same location, the public is invited to attend a Public Scoping Meeting/Open House beginning
at 5:30 pm.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the proposed project or our agencies’
respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact:

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

(512) 416-3029 | Vicki.Crnichi@txdot.gov

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this proposed project.

Sincerely,

Dianna F. Noble, P.E

Director of Environmental Affairs Division
Enclosures: NOI, Draft Coordination Plan, Project Map
Ce: Mr. Gregory S. Punske, P.E., Federal Highway Administration-Texas Division
Mr. Victor Vourcos, P.E. and Ms. Paula Sales, P.E., TXDOT Corpus Christi District

Bce:  DFN
Reference: ENV 850
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CSJ: 0101-06-095 Appendix B

The following letters were received in response to invitation letters distributed to potential cooperating
and participating agencies during Scoping, and include letters from:

e Corpus Christi Regional Transportation Authority

e City of Portland

e Coastal Bend Council of Governments

e  Corpus Christi Metropolitan Planning Organization

e City of Corpus Christi

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6

e Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

e Texas Historical Commission

e U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resource Conservation Service
e San Patricio County

e U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
e National Park Service

Draft Environmental Impact Statement — US 181 Harbor Bridge — September 2013
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Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Chairman

Buddy Garcia, Commissioner

Carlos Rubinstein, Commissioner

Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

August 1, 2011

Ms. Vicki Crnich

Project Delivery Management Branch
Environmental Affairs Division
Texas Department of Transportation
125 East 11th Street

Austin, Texas 78701-2483

Re: Participate in the development of the Environmental Impact Statement informal pre-scoping
process for the proposed transportation improvements on US 181 in Corpus Christi, Nueces
County, Texas (CSJ 0101-06-095)

Dear Ms. Crnich:

Thank you for the opportunity to become a participating agency on the proposed US 181 project
informal pre-scoping process. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality looks forward
to providing timely reviews and comments on the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents
as they become available for the proposed transportation improvements. Ms. Holly Brightwell of
our Air Quality Division, Mobile Source Programs Team is our new contact for the Air Quality
review.

If you require further assistance on this matter, please contact Ms. Janie Roman at (512) 239-
0604 or Ms. Tangela Niemann at (512) 239-3786.

Sincerely,

Jim Harrison, Director
Intergovernmental Relations Division

P.O.Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 * 512-239-1000 * www.tceq.state.tx.us. ./

How is our customer service? www.tceq.state.tx.us/goto/customersurvey B-147
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